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California state prisoner Winston Kemper appeals pro se from the district

court’s order enforcing an agreement to settle Kemper’s 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action

and dismiss it with prejudice. We review for abuse of discretion, Callie v. Near,

829 F.2d 888, 890 (9th Cir. 1987), and we affirm.   

On February 10, 2003, the parties appeared before Magistrate Judge

Hollows for a settlement conference.  On February 11, 2003, Magistrate Judge

Hollows issue an order stating the terms of the parties’ settlement agreement, and

giving the parties until February 24, 2003, to file any objections.  

The court did not abuse its discretion in dismissing the case with prejudice

because Kemper did not timely file his objection to the settlement amount.  See

id.; Ferdik v. Bonzelet, 963 F.2d 1258, 1260 (9th Cir. 1992).

We do not consider the issue of Kemper’s time credit history because

pursuant to the binding settlement agreement, Kemper waived his right to appeal

that decision.  

AFFIRMED.
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